The map above, printed in 1507, is the first world map in which the name "America" appears for the lands of the New World. The compiler of the map, Martin Waldseemüller (1474 -1519 , was a German-born priest and cartographer.
Many people suspect that it was this map that caused the hemisphere to be called "America," after explorer Amerigo Verspucci. While contemporary Latin Americans are quick to claim an identity as "Americanos" and as living in America, many people in the U.S. today are puzzled when others outside the U.S. want to call themselves "Americans" as well. Thinking from the position of the hemisphere and extending the definition of who is "American" as this 1507 map suggests, requires us to suspend our current notions of borders.
We must also recognize this map, however, as a basic element of European colonialism. "America" as imagined in Europe is very different from the mapping, which indigenous peoples did of those around them and with whom they interacted. In fact, indigenous maps from the early colonial period reflect a very different conceptualization of the relationships between place, people, and landscape than European maps. 2. Relaciones Geográficas Collection, "Teazocoalco, " map, Nettie Lee Benson Latin American Collection, http://www.lib.utexas.edu/benson/rg/rg_images4.html 
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The map above, of Teozacualco, today known as San Pedro Teozacualco, in the Mixtec region of Oaxaca, Mexico was created in 1580 in response to a project sponsored by King Phillip II of Spain known as the Relaciones geográficas. The project entailed questionnaires sent around to towns and asked them to respond to fifty questions. Question number ten asked the respondents to describe "the site and location of the said town, if it is situated high or low on a plain, with a picture of the layout and a design of the streets and plazas and other places indicated, including monasteries, as well as can be sketched on a map declaring which part of the town faces north and south" There is not a separation between human stories and place stories and the earth.
In a detailed analysis of this map, ethnohistorian Kevin Terraciano writes of the pictoral artists who created the map:
They did not think of "maps and genealogies" as discrete categories, as did Europeans of the early modern period. The map's vertical alignment of ruling couples, the men and women who represented numerous people and places, associated the landscape with centuries of human occupation and history, combining representation of space and time in the same composition. The prominence of place-names and human figures of the "mapa" invokes the Ñudzahui (Mixtec) term for "world," ñuu-ñayehui-literally "communities" of "places" (ñuu) and "people" (ñayehui) . From a local point of view, this map represents Teozacualco's world " (24) .
This map can make us conscious of the fact that even under Spanish colonialism, other forms of representation of local and regional worlds co-existed than the kinds of categories, relationships, and divisions expressed in European maps and thinking. In our analysis, contrasting the 1580 Mixtec map of Teozacualco with later maps of colonial Mexico, we can conceptually see how the borders of coloniality are incorporated into map-making but also resisted in the continued mental mapping by indigenous peoples of their local landscapes. This is a point I will return to later in discussing how we conceptualize transborder communities. Conquest, 1915 ," map, in Atlas of Mexico (Austin, 1975 Spain's assertion of territory in "America" created a layer of borders through the process of colonialism, which I will argue still permeates the experiences of people in transborder communities today. Borders of coloniality, beginning in the 1500s, are built into historical and contemporary constructions of race, ethnicity, and belonging in both the U.S. and Mexico. As we begin to see the mapping of the continent of America filled in with colonial markers, boundaries, categories, and names we can also observe the unfolding of racial and ethnic hierarchies tied to local, regional, and eventually national histories. " "Tierra Florida," "California," and "Nuevo España." The different place names and administrative units on the map provide a detailed sense of region and differentiated locations, suggesting the possibility of many different types of borders-but all still within a continent labeled as "Americae." Figure 6 . Stanley Alan Arbingast, "The Viceroyalty of New Spain, 1786 -1821 ," map, in Atlas of Mexico (Austin, 1975 
, 26. Used by permission of the University of Texas, Austin
A map of the Viceroyalty of New Spain from 1786 through 1821 provides more familiar outlines of the U.S. as a growing empire perched to absorb the territory of New Spain as its own territory expands westward. This map provides a picture of U.S. empire-building which in many ways resembles that of a colonial power-vis-à-vis New Spain. Here, "America" is not claimed as a hemispheric label but as part of "The United States of America," forming the pivot point for U.S. nationalism and claims to further territory. In addition to the "United States of America," we see "The Louisiana Purchase," a series of "intendencies" inside of New Spain's boundaries which signal future states in independent Mexico and in the territories that the U.S. will usurp from Mexico in 1848. The Province of Texas, the Government of New Mexico, and the Government of New California all portend contested territories. The Vice-Royalty of New Spain spanned from north of the Great Salt Lake including the government of New California, the Government of New Mexico, and the provinces of Texas, Coahuila, and Nuevo Santender which all occupied territory that the U.S. took from Mexico in 1848.
Mexico became independent of Spain in 1821. In the summer of 1845, John O'Sullivan, editor of the Democratic Review, published an essay titled "Annexation" which urged the U.S. to admit Texas as a state to the union. In that essay, O'Sullivan coined the famous saying "manifest destiny," urging not only the end to opposition to the annexation of Texas, but also forecasting Mexico's justifiable loss of California as well to the U.S. Why, were other reasoning wanting, in favor of now elevating this question of the reception of Texas into the Union, out of the lower region of our past party dissensions, up to its proper level of a high and broad nationality, it surely is to be found, found abundantly, in the manner in which other nations have undertaken to intrude themselves into it, between us and the proper parties to the case, in a spirit of hostile interference against us, for the avowed object of thwarting our policy and hampering our power, limiting our greatness and checking the fulfillment of our manifest destiny to overspread the continent allotted by Providence for the free development of our yearly multiplying millions…. …California probably, next fall away from the loose adhesion which, in such a country as Mexico, holds a remote province in a slight equivocal kind of dependence on the metropolis. Imbecile and distracted, Mexico never can exert any real governmental authority over such a country. The impotence of the one and the distance of the other, must make the relation one of virtual independence; unless, by stunting the province of all natural growth, and forbidding that immigration which can alone develop its capabilities and fulfill the purposes of its creation, tyranny may retain a military dominion, which is no government in the, legitimate sense of the term. In the case of California this is now impossible. The Anglo-Saxon foot is already on its borders. Already the advance guard of the irresistible army of Anglo-Saxon emigration has begun to pour down upon it, armed with the plough and the rifle, and marking its trail with schools and colleges, courts and representative halls, mills and meeting-houses
The Congressional Globe of February 11, 1847, reported: Mr. William Fells Giles, representative of Maryland saying, "I take it for granted, that we shall gain territory, and must gain territory, before we shut the gates of the temple of Janus. .. . We must march from ocean to ocean. .. . We must march from Texas straight to the Pacific Ocean, and be bounded only by its roaring wave.... It is the destiny of the white race, it is the destiny of the Anglo-Saxon race. .. ." (Zinn 155 ). U.S. imperial desires to claim Mexican territory moved to action in 1848.
The expansion of U.S. territory based on the justified claims of "the white race" proceeded forward. The work of Laura Gómez (2007) Laura went to San Diego in 1995 and through a contact of her older sister, Aurora, found work taking care of children for three years. She returned to San
Agustín Atenango in 1998 to take care of her father Luis when he became very ill. She has not returned to the U.S since that time. Figure 11 . Lynn Stephen, Transborder Lives: Indigenous Oaxacans in Mexico, California, and Oregon (Durham, 2007) , 115.
As a "hometown," thus San Agustín Atenango is both a real and symbolic site that draws people back repeatedly in many senses, but which is also represented by multi-layered forms of social and political organization that include a federated transborder public works committee in 13 U.S. cites as well as in several locations in Mexico, all linked to San Agustín in Oaxaca. We can think of each location of San Agustín as a "home" and as a locality in its own right with real senses of the "local." But these multiple homes of San Agustín are also discontinuous spaces linked through kinship, ritual, cycles of labor, and individual and collective resources of material and symbolic means (see Besserer) .
Borders, Border Crossing, and Borderlands
With this historical policy and ethnographic discussion in place, let's explore the reasons why an analysis based on multiple and shifting borders can be helpful in understanding U.S. While it is clear that the construction of walls does not stop people from coming, analytically and historically deconstructing the notion of a fixed border/wall between the U.S. and Mexican nations also helps us to see how contemporary borders shift as well. Such an approach can help us to revamp formal immigration policy to match the reality of U.S.-Mexican life. We need a realistic and comprehensive approach which should minimally include: a path to earned citizenship, family unification, a safe, legal, and orderly avenue for migrant workers to enter and leave the U.S., labor protections for all workers, and border enforcement policies that protect the nation's security from those who truly endanger it while protecting the human rights of all individuals. Such a policy would suggest that we can move beyond the border and a border wall as ideological weapons. Instead, we can embrace the reality of extended borderlands and ensure that all the people within them are respected and included.
